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(CIA) 

WASHINGTON— J. WILLIAM FULBRIGHT, D-ARK.. DISCLOSED TODAY THAT A 
SOUTH ViEfNAMrsE'MFUTV^ WIW>10SFCUT£KB PRESIDENT NGUYEF VAN THIEU 

was._woro N G:FM:2rM:cffi " ' 

FULBRIGHT SAID TRAN NGOC CHAU— CHARGER BY THIEU WITH MAKING 
ILLEGAL CONTACTS WITH A NORTH VIETNAMESE INTELLIGENCE AGENT— HAD 
REPORTED ALL THE CONTACTS TO THE CIA, HE SAID CHAU HAD "MANY CLOSE 
FRIENDS IN THE AMERICAN OFFICIAL COMMUNITY" AND HAD "DAILY 
CONTACT" WITH CIA OFFICERS. 

FULBRIGHT, CHAIRMAN OF THE SENATE FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE, 

WORKS CLOSELY WITH THE CIA. THE CLEAR IMPLICATION OF HIS STATEMENT 
WAS THAT CHAU WAS AN AMERICAN SPY, EVEN THOUGH HE IS A MAJOR 

DISREGARD ABOVE 

_ySRE GAD. ABOVE 


25X1 A 


('.oiTiiricfit. 



Matiry and CSDO have copies. 
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Ihcse commonts roprosent tfu; initial and tentative reaction of ifu? Office 
of Gurrenl Intolliricnco to the attached item from the newn r.firvirf;',. 
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Spj-'dAi to New York Times 

WASH/N'G7'ON, Feb. 1 — Following is the text of the 
conclusions in a Senate Foreign Relations Committes staff 
study on Vietnam, ?nade public today: 


'rhe assumptions regarding 
the present situation in Viet- 
nam and the expected future 
course of developments iis 
tliat country, on which U,S. 
policy is apparently based, 
seem to rest on far more 
ambiguous, confusing, and 
contradicton' evidence than 
pronouncements from Wash- 
ingtort and Saigon indicate. 
The success of present Amer- 
ican policy appears to depend 
on three factors: 

1. The progressive Vietnam- 
ization of the military effort, ' 

2. The stability and coha- 
siveness of the Thleu Govern- 
ment, 

3. Ihe expectation that tlie, 
eneniv can ajid wii! do notii- 
ing to inhibit Vietnarnization 
or disrupt the Tfaieu Govern- 
mest’s stability. 

Three Factors Belated 

There is, of course, an inti- 

■ mate relationship among these 
three factors. Ixideed, it may 
be said that all must succeed 
— or, perhaps accurately, that 
»one maV fail—if present U.S. 
objectives in Vietnam are to 
be realized. 

Vietnamization is perhaps 
the snost important factor 
because the possibility of a 
continuing, progres.sive Ariier-, - 
■icai'i witiuirawal obviously 
depends upon its .success, So 
does ptcification, for the key 
to its success is security. 
'Thus if Vietnamization fails, 

■ the United States cannot 
withdraw and still claim to 
have . achieved its stated ob-, 
■Jcctive.s, 

The stability and co'he.sive- 
Ticsvs of the Thieu Goverxi- 
mci\i: is of fvnsclamecital inr- 
■nortassce because there must 
. be art agency through which, 

■ the process of Vietnamization 


can be effected. Fuihermore, j 
given the importance which I 
ha.s been attached to the con- •, 
stitutional legitimacy of the | 
Thieu Government, its over- .j 
throw would probably plunge | 
Soiah Vietnam into a .state,! 
of political anarciiy and at 
the same time severely sti’aia 
public patience in the United 
States. 

Agonizsssg Prospects 

As for the enemy’s intea-- i 
tioiLS and capabilities, the 
policy of Vietnamization is 
based on the assumption that 
the enemy i.s either willing 
to permit, or unable to pre- 
vent, the pha.sed .withd.rawal 
of American combat forces 
and the progressive aasiraip- ■ 
tion of the combat burden by 
the Vietnamese. Were the 
North Vietname.se to launch 
a mas.sive attack at any point 
in the course of this with- 
drawal, the United States 
would be faced with the ago- . , 
Tiling prospect of either halt- 1 
ing — or even !'eyersing-~the', | 
proce.ss of withdrawal, on the . 
one hand, or being forced, on. , 
the. other hand, to effect art 
accelerated, complete with- 
drawal which, w'ould. be ixiter- 
preted at home, and probably . 
fllmoad, as a miUtaiy aitcl po- 
litical defe.at. 

We believe that the evidence 
presented in thi.s report leads 
tC! the infereuce that the pros- 
pects for a successful outcome 
of any one of .the aforemen- 
tioned three factors, much 
ie.ss all three, must be re- 
garded as, at best, uncertain. 
Diiemma.s thus seens to lie 
ahead in. Vietnam, as they. : 
have throughout our itwolve- 
luent iii this war that appeaus 
to be not only far from won 
hut far from over. 
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Report for Senate Unit Isn't 
Surs 'Seuih Vietnam Can 
. Ever Assume Burden 


Conclusions of staff stuay 
. will be found on Page 12. 


Wr^elease 2001/08/07 : 

I that he iias drawn from Ihej 
report, Senator Fiilbi'ighi: said;' 
“I can only hope that, in the! 
ftiUire, the decisions rve snake! 
in Vietnasn will be guided byj 
reaiities and not, as in the. past,; 
■by weil-intentioned hopes or| 
utjintentionai rational izations.” I 
Pair Drafted Keport ' i 
Tlie IS-page study, an abbre-| 

, viaced, censored version of ^aj 
longer confidential report sub-| 
mittod to the committee, was' 
drafted by Jamss G. Lowenstem 
and Richard M. Afeoso, two 
former foreign serwice officers, 
who are now staff consuitants| 
of the committee. They w-'ercj 
sent to Vietnam, ia.st Decetriber' 
by Sejiator. Fuiibr,ight, an Ar- 
kar.sas, Democrat, to study the 
progress of paciticanon, the 
pro.spccts for tur.ni,ng over rnore 
of the war burden to the South 
Vietnamese, the domestic polit- 
ical situation and the outlook: 
for negotiations. 

7'he central ciue-stion about 
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By mw \V. FINNEY 

Spcdal tf> The New i^G■rk’TiA^l.'.s 

WASHINGTON, Feb. .1— The 
Senate Fcu-esgsi Relations Com- 
mittee made public a report to 

jday suggesting that the Nixon a;.,?,}. 

jAdininistratiosTs policy of Viet- ■ Vietriamese’ 

'namization re.sts on dubious aa-„ i-.»poit observed, i.s whether 
stunptions about thrc abilities !Bi {be South Vietnamese army 
tJje Saigon Govertiment and the conid now, or soon; defend 

I. A* ft."* A? .a* « I'St'j'liJi TvyClf'-l'H Vli'.t’.-" 

.military mtenUons of North. 

Wietnam, 

The .study questioned whetli 


er ti.c ,So\ill\ 'V'iotuauursc Anny, 
vines .Asnev'icaa eombal; t.AJSsv.s 
(we wit.hdravv'ai,, woidcS ts).’ .ca-, 
f.:)b>o of wdifs.s!',''indii:g a .iiv'-'-wy 
N'vU'i.li Vit'KiiuiiCso attack, liv'en 
if Violn.uui/.aiivui-HlvvS projp'am 
of turning the comlnit Snvrden 
over to South Victnairi — should 
succeed, tlie slaidy maintained, 
a sribsta.utial American involve.", 
men.t 'would still ’ne required in 
Soutl'i Vietnam. 


against a "-large North Viet- 
namc.se attack. 

Rr said the t-'icw of .senior 
Unilud SvaU'ji and Virtnenwso 


rciilit.tiry c.ffk:ers and civ'i,\i».n ol'-l 
flc.iriia ''‘r'.'fle(;):s a .strong Iv-hel' 
Slifd the Non)'! 'Victiiainesi-: ere 
no tonj'.or ciipnlvlv' of iiioiiDtinK 
;i sufficiently powerful aiUiok 
to defeat the Soutli. Vieloan'iCse. 
army, at icast as long tis Amer- 
icatt firepower and airporver 
are sivasiable." _ 

On the other hand, -it said. 

, "there are Vietnamese, Amer- 

Wbilf* n.'ii- .r!u‘pei'K’' erhirvTio’v ican ’oursialiste and even br.ited 
. i. W CtA States military officers and of- 


- ^ 

Administration policy, the re- 
port said the tutderlying as- 
sumptions of the policy “seem 
to rest on far more ambiguous, 
confaslng and contradictory 
evidence than pronouncemen'ts 
from ’ Washington -and Saigon 
indicate,” 

The war, it said, “appears to 
be not only far from won but 
far from over.’*. 

While the report doe.s not 
bear a specific committee en- 
dorsement, it had an important 
effect on the views of commit- 
tee member, s a.s they prepared 
to open hearings on Vietnam 
this week. In making pub.lic the 
report, wiiich he describes as 
.‘‘soijcr, dispa.s,sionate and re- 
veaiing," Senator J. W. Ful* 
bright, tile committee chairman, 
.said it “has given 
sen.se of the realities of the 
centimdng Anwrlcaa involve- 


f icials at rr.kldh's ,aiid iower lev- 
els who say that the South: 
Vietnamese army could uotj 
now' defend tl'ie cvjimitry against' 
a massive North. Vietnamese at-| 
tack, even with United Statesl 
artillery' and air .support. A 
number doubt that tire army 
will ever be able to do so.” | 

The staff report marks a newi 
approach by the committee in! 
its study of Vietnam policy.' 
Long a foc.a! point of congres- 
sional opposition to the war i.n 
Vietnanr, the committee i.s now 
shifting front a critical to an 
analytical approach w'ith the 
new A dmiin i stra t ! on . 

No longer is the cf>mmd.t.ee 
broadlcv attacking basic policy 
,as it d'id during the Jolm.son 
Administration. To an extent 
tiie committee has been ncut.ral- 
ized in its critici.svn by Mr, Nix- 
on’s policy of .shifting tbs com- 
■ it burden to .Saigon and 'Witn- 


, drawing United States troops — j 
:» policy tivat the comi'niWec 
member.':; feci is moving in, iho 
right direction. 

The Que.stion riowbeing ra'.sed 
iby the corninittee are whether 
lths..s policy is workable and wnat 
lit means in terms o:f American 
'disengagement. 

I The, long-delayed hearings 
|on Vietnam will not be on the 
iscaie that was contemplated 
jlast fail before President Nixon 
{delivered his policy speech on 
jNov. .1. 

I Hearings on Re, solution 

I It will begirt with hearings on 
'various Vietnam resolutions in- 
troduced during the last session 
of Congress. 

. Later in' the session, prob- 
ably in April, the C'Ommittee 
■plans fs.irtiser hearings on the 
I extent of the American invojve- 
'meni in Vietnam -with te.sti- 
mony from officials of various 
civilian agencies in South Viet- 
nam. 

T'he purpo.se of the second 
roiiii.-i of hearings will not be 
jtio determine w'iiy the 'United 
j, States is in Vietnam and W'heth- 
jer it .sltould withdraw, bat to 
jfi.mi out how the assumption of 
ja greater combat role ’ey the 
ISoui.h Viei.ni'imcso ■will iifi'i'ci: 
(lie; Ll'nitcd Stuie.'i rolo in Vi'.ii- 
Inam, 

j .staff study is d«:d!'.',:(\f'(S 
'pi'()v.i(i« a fi'-an'i’cwor'k 1’rT.i" ii'ie| 
new of li('iiriii,--r,s. ■ ! 

Till,'! rcficpj'l, mill'd llial: llicl 
succi:-:;.''; of pi’csent Am''ii<'.iuj 
policy if! Vielriaii'i. dcfirawlcdi 
upc.n these related h.clons: 

'Sl'i'V progre.'ssively 'large." mili 
^ larv e.fi'ort l:>y £,he Sout.h, Viet- 
namege, / 

'ti'The stability and cohe.sive- 
ness of President Nguyea Van 
irhieu's government. 

«JThc expectation that the 
asnemy can and will do nothing 
to inhibit the transfer of a 
, greater combat role to the 
Siouth Vietnamese or disrupt 
tihe Thieu Government’s stabii- 
ir.y. 

The report obscived t.hat 
Utero is' “an intimate rela.tion- 
sihip” among the.se three factors 
to the point that “all must, suc- 
ceed — or, perhaps iraoro accur- 
ately, that none, may fail — if 
present U.S. objectives in Viet- 
Inam are to be realized.” 

'Vet, it said, all the evidence 
leads at least to “the inference 
tl'iat the prospects for a suc- 
cessful outcome” of any one of 
the throe factors, niucii less all 
t.hree, "must be regarded as, at 
be.st, imcertain.” 

Of the- three factors, the re- 
port ob.served, the as.sumpiion 
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of a greater combat role by the 
South Vietnamese is pirobably 
themoKt important "iv-'cause the 
pos.sibiiity of a co.ritinu,'ng pro- 
gressiva A.merican withdrawal! 
dbviou.sly depends upon itsj 
success,” 

'While acknowledging tn-ai. 
there iia.s been progres.'S in 
turning over more of the fight- 
ing to. the Saigon force, the 
report said it is “cemraon 
knowledge that the quality of 
iSouth Vietnam army unito is 
u.neven.” 

The report also said that the 
Vietnamo.se have apparently not 
;been given a timeiable for 
'withdrawal of American corn- 
ibat troops and their estimates 
jV-ary widely on whvsn Sout'e 
jVietn.ame.se troops will be able 
i to take over tiie combat burden.j 
I One A.merican, official, fori 
'example, told the .Scnaie inves-| 
tigator,s f.hat President Tiiicuj 
warned the bi.ilk of Unitedj 
States combat forces removed! 
during 1970, but a .high Viet-I 
riame.se official told them the! 
j American combat trofips should! 
jnot be withdrawn unti'l “1972 j 
lor 1S73 and 1974." 1 

I i 

i Troop Quaiiti' Uneven 'i 

I Tho success oi 'lim pi'ogwm; 
it.') make Saipofi miiilacjiy seif. 

I.Miri'lcicril, ilic j'r'ii,.i!. jii, ■ 

Hsiiii'd, iii-'iy y.'cli ‘Iryrt-.'i uin'.u'i 

llhc: I'll' U-.e (■iii-iii’/ eiiO 

vvlu'l i'll')' V ' 'u.iiii I’i 'viil' 

ill,", Ml !MT)!)!l. .'1 .-.'sr.'ii With. 

dr.i'.v.d i/i A ;: .i II iamp:, 
while .Soul.h Vii'(;!,Uii'".c (orcc-; 
lassviiiu; liic covui,,); buM/cn. 

I “ft .seemed clcur io ns, how- 
'ever,” the report said, "that 

yl” one .ha.s, the .sliglitest idiia; 
wlsether the enemy will attack! 
in_ force” during she A.niericani 
withdraw-'al, or wait until Amer-| 
jican forces are withdrawn be-l 
fore striking or, flnaliy, con-' 
cenirate on political .subversion 
rather than an Intensified mili- 
tary effort. 

_ Ost the cjuc.stion of pacifica- 
tion, toe .report said there was 
.generrd agreement that the so- 
called Revolutioivary Develop- 
inent Program, 'wtiich .seeks to 
in.sure the security of rural 


'areas and deveiop their ecouom-i 
k.s, '‘i.t: prodccirig consider-! 
able evidence of pro,s;ress.” | 
However, it .s,aid “manvT 
:An\erkan.s in the ficid believe! 
tiuit, despite sthiisicai prog-j 
res.';, the gain.s in pacificatioii' 
are f.’-agile.” j 

A.s for tho .stability of the! 
.pre.scnt Saigon Govemmeot. thc| 

I report said the most frequenriyi 
.|'i)eat'd ':.'riti(.:i!.:.ri! wus tiiat P,re.';i-1 
'dent Thieu vva.s bccomi.r:,!:; 

autocratic, secretive | 

wMted.” i 


